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Silicone Breast Implants
To the Editor:
Scientists affiliated with the American Council on Science and Health (ACSH) have affirmed that silicone breast implants do not increase the risk of breast or other cancers or the risk of immune or neurological diseases.
In a newly-released publication, Silicone Breast Implants: Why Has Science Been Ignored?, ACSH also condemned a court system that has handed out multi-million-dollar awards based on anecdotal reports while ignoring vast amounts of scientific evidence exonerating implants.
ACSH's comments reiterate those of the American Medical Association, the American College ofRheu-
The American Journal of Cosmetic Surgery Vol. 13, No.4, 1996 matology, and others. All have reviewed the vast scientific literature confirming the safety of silicone implants, and all condemn the Food and Drug Administration for placing a moratorium on the implants. The moratorium has, in effect, become a ban. That de facto ban-along with alarmist media coverage and hype stirred up by trial lawyers hoping for a windfall-has contributed significantly to panic and confusion among women who have implants and women who want them.
According to Michael Fumento, the author of the report, "The actions of the FDA, much of the media, and consumer and feminist groups may come down to paternalism and political pressure, since although there is evidence that breast implants can provide considerable psychological benefits, many question whether they are really necessary." Still, other implants made with silicone remain on the market. They include pacemakers and heart valves, testicular and penile implants, artificial joints, and silicone eye lenses.
"But perhaps these, too, are at risk," notes Dr. Elizabeth M. Whelan, president of ACSH. "The crusade against silicone implants is a microcosm for so much that is wrong with how scientific data and principles are distorted and ignored when there is monetary or political gain at stake. "
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